
GARCIA 8 MRRTZNEZ-PRLM ID 8206107 NOV 1 

'Timothy L. Garcia 

Linda Maninv+Palmer 

'Fke Garcia Firm 
Garcia 6t Mariine;c--Palmcr, Et& 

Altomcysoil IAW 
1322 Paseo dc Perah 

Sarita Fc, Ncw h4cxico 117501 
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DATE: November 116, 1998 

RE Udiill for Us All Extension Request 

Total number ofge~ges inclludiing this page: two (2) 

Attached is a copy ofthe extension request hitter s a t  to you on Uovernh 10, 199% Pcr 
your instructions we need llo ask for a specific time iianue: for this extension requmt. We are 
hereby requesting an extension offillern (IS) days from the date ofthiltis mepn&pce a3 our 
timo to respond to MUR #4830. We also just received today, PJovcmber 16.1W8s a new 

nddkiiond fifteen (1 5) day cxtcnsion to ~espond to this Comphint. lfyorm have my qwstims~ 
please call me 

coniplaint MUR M845 which was dated Ocoobei 28, 1998. We would also fa (88 



November 17 ,  1998 - -  . >  - .  - 
c BY TELECOPIER (202-21 9-3923) AND MAIL -- 
r 

F. Andrew Tur ley ,  Esquire I Supervisory Attorney - _. 

Central  Enforcement Docket * -  Federal El ectialn Commission & 

Washington, D.C. 20463 

Dear Mr. l'urley': 

I am wr i t ing  on behalf of D r .  Edward L. Steinberg,  flk 

response t o  your let ter t o  him dated October 30th concerning 

a Compleirit t h a t  was f i l e d  with the Comjssion by the Republican 

Party of New Mexico. 

D r .  Steinberg and over 60 other  individuajs  and critftiee 6s 

respondents (your MUR 4830). 

The caption of that Complaint .lists 

The Complaint apparently concerns thc 1'998 primary and 

general e l e c t i o n  campaigns Of Tom Udal1 of Arizona. 

D r .  Steinberg'ij name appears i n  t h e  caption of the Complaint, the 

text: of tlne Complaint does not mention him a t  a l l .  Met therefore 

have no idea ai5 t o  why Dr. Steinberg's name is i n  the caption, OS 

PLlthough 



Page 2 

why the cclmplainant thinks D'r . steinberg violated ?ioine fedem1 

election campaign law. 

Dr. Steinberg made one, $1,000 contribution to 

Mr. Udall's reelecLion campaign, by check dated Septelabler l a r  
1998, payable t o  "Tom Udal1 for Congress. I' Obviou!%ly, this was 

perfect ly  1awfu.l .  Indeed, the complainant' 5 failure tal mention 

Dr. Steinberg i n  the text; of the  Complaint suggest:$ that its 

l i s t i n g  h%m i n  the captfon was intended solely t o  llaareds 

Dr. Steinberg, rather thar. to suggest scriously th;,t he! WiOl5ted 

a federal e lect ion campaign law. There should be ti$ s&niCt%bn fOh 

such hara:isment:, because i t  wastes t h e  Comissjsng .3 r@9lOUtcr39  %nd 

imposes cos t s  npon the improper1:y named respondent: (here, 

Dr. Steinl3erg) .I 

For the foregoing reasons, the Complaint as t:Q 

Dr . Steinlberg should be dismissed forthwith. 


